THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
to 'the other side* the same principle of protection
which we claim for ourselves as, e.g., a mutually de-
fended system of arbitration*
Mere recession before the power of the other side
does not bring it any nearer, it makes it more remote.
So long as a disputant believes he can enforce his
own judgment he will not favour impartial judgment.
Note the present alternatives.
Certain clear and definite obligations repeatedly
affirmed by Government spokesmen have now been
assumed by us irrespective of the Covenant. They
include the obligation to defend France, on the
ground that the security of France is indispensable to
our own.
Assume that we have to implement that very
definite promise, and find ourselves, as we found our-
selves in the years 1914-18, resisting a great onslaught
which sweeps dangerously towards the Channel
coasts; in a situation, indeed, far more precarious than
that which faced us in the Great War, for we should
almost certainly not have on our side powers that were
then our allies, and would quite probably face those
erstwhile allies as enemies.
When we thus face, not aided as we were in the last
War by Russia, Italy, Japan and the United States,
vast hostile forces, whether on the soil of France, or
on the sea, or in the air, and there is offered to us in
that extremity the help of potentially the greatest mili-
tary power in the world, should we refuse or accept
the offer?
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